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CITY OF SAINT PAUL 
HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

 
FILE NAME: 525 Ashland Avenue 
DATE OF APPLICATION: May 7, 2015 
APPLICANT: Steve Oswald, Custom Remodelers, Inc. 
OWNER:  Tom Gmeinder 
DATE OF HEARING: May 28, 2015 
HPC SITE/DISTRICT:  Historic Hill Heritage Preservation District 
CATEGORY: New Construction - 1987 
CLASSIFICATION: Building Permit 
STAFF INVESTIGATION AND REPORT:  Christine Boulware 
DATE:  May 21, 2015 
A. SITE DESCRIPTION: 
The property at 525 Ashland Avenue is a two-story, single-family house with a two-stall 
garage. The house has a hip-and-gable roof with weathered wood asphalt shingle, shakes in 
the gable ends, and a wide, flat projecting eave.  A jerkinhead roof tops the ell on the east 
elevation. A rectangular chimney with siding projects above the roofline at the rear corner of 
the house. The exterior is clad in narrow-lap vinyl siding and the windows are vinyl-clad 
double-hung windows.   The front porch is full-width with square columns and a narrow 
spindle balustrade. The three-stall garage has a hipped-roof with materials and details 
matching the house. The plans for the construction was reviewed and approved by the 
Heritage Preservation Commission at a public hearing on October 8, 1987 - File #812. The 
property is categorized as new construction to the character of the Historic Hill Heritage 
Preservation District. 
 
B. PROPOSED CHANGES: 
The applicant is proposing to reroof the house and garage with a stone-coated, steel roof 
with a “wood grain” texture.  The color of the product, “aspen,” is off-white with gray speck.  
The overall panel size is 16-3/4” tall by 52” long (14-1/2” by 49-1/2” exposed). 
 
C. GUIDELINE CITATIONS: 
Historic Hill Heritage Preservation District Guidelines 
Sec. 74.65. - New construction.  
(a) General Principles: The basic principle for new construction in the Historic Hill District 

is to maintain the district's scale and quality of design. The Historic Hill District is 
architecturally diverse within an overall pattern of harmony and continuity. These 
guidelines for new construction focus on general rather than specific design elements 
in order to encourage architectural innovation and quality design while maintaining 
the harmony and continuity of the district. New construction should be compatible 
with the size, scale, massing, height, rhythm, setback, color, material, building 
elements, site design, and character of surrounding structures and the area.  

 (d) Material and Details:  
(1) Variety in the use of architectural materials and details adds to the intimacy 
and visual delight of the district. But there is also an overall thread of continuity 
provided by the range of materials commonly used by turn-of-the-century builders 
and by the way these materials were used. This thread of continuity is threatened by 
the introduction of new industrial materials and the aggressive exposure of earlier 
materials such as concrete block, metal framing and glass. The purpose of this 
section is to encourage the proper use of appropriate materials and details.  
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(2) The materials and details of new construction should relate to the materials 
and details of existing nearby buildings. 
(3) Preferred roof materials are cedar shingles, slate and tile; asphalt shingles 
which match the approximate color and texture of the preferred materials are 
acceptable substitutes. Diagonal and vertical siding are generally unacceptable. 
Imitative materials such as asphalt siding, wood-textured metal or vinyl siding, 
artificial stone, and artificial brick veneer should not be used. Smooth four-inch lap 
vinyl, metal or hardboard siding, when well installed and carefully detailed, may be 
acceptable in some cases. Materials, including their colors, will be reviewed to 
determine their appropriate use in relation to the overall design of the structure as 
well as to surrounding structures.  
(4) Color is a significant design element, and paint colors should relate to 
surrounding structures and the area as well as to the style of the new structure. 
Building permits are not required for painting and, although the heritage preservation 
commission may review and comment on paint color, paint color is not subject to 
commission approval.  

(e) Building Elements: Individual elements of a building should be integrated into its 
composition for a balanced and complete design. These elements of new instruction 
should complement existing adjacent structures as well.  
(1) Roofs:  

a. There is a great variety of roof treatment in the Historic Hill District, but 
gable and hip roofs are most common. The skyline or profile of new 
construction should relate to the predominant roof shape of existing adjacent 
buildings.  
b. Most houses in the Historic Hill District have a roof pitch of between 
9:12 and 12:12 (rise-to-run ratio). Highly visible secondary structure roofs 
should match the roof pitch of the main structure, and generally should have a 
rise-to-run ratio of at least 9:12. A roof pitch of at least 8:12 should be used if it 
is somewhat visible from the street, and a 6:12 pitch may be acceptable in 
some cases for structures which are not visible from the street.  
c. Roof hardware such as skylights, vents and metal pipe chimneys 
should not be placed on the front roof plane. 
 

 (Ord. No. 17815, § 3(III), 4-2-91)  
 
D. FINDINGS: 
1. On April 2, 1991, the most recent expansion of the Historic Hill Heritage Preservation 

District was established under Ordinance No. 17815, § 3(II).  The Heritage Preservation 
Commission shall protect the architectural character of heritage preservation sites 
through review and approval or denial of applications for city permits for exterior work 
within designated heritage preservation sites §73.04.(4). 

2. The residence was constructed in 1987-88 and is categorized as new construction to the 
character of the Historic Hill Heritage Preservation District. The plans for the house and 
garage were reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation Commission at a 
public hearing on October 8, 1987 - File #812.  The new construction guidelines for the 
Historic Hill Heritage Preservation District are applicable to this review given the age and 
categorization of the property. 

3. Leg. Code §74.65 (a) & (d)(2) The MetroShake, stone-coated metal roofing with 
“woodgrain” texture does not relate to the materials and details of existing nearby 
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buildings.  Not including the neighboring flat-roofed apartment buildings, the other nearby 
buildings/residences have asphalt shingle roofs in medium-to-dark, gray and brown 
hues. The exposed profile of the metal roof does not relate to the details of nearby roofs, 
as it is twice as tall at approximately 14 inches and a few inches wider at 8-1/2 inches 
than the average asphalt shingle. The “woodgrain” texture has an exaggerated profile 
that does not relate to the neighboring roofing material details, thus the proposed product 
does not comply with this guideline. 

4. Leg. Code §74.65(d)(3) The MetroShake roofing product in the “Aspen”, off-white color, 
with “woodgrain” texture does not match the approximate color and texture of the 
preferred roof materials of cedar shingles, slate and tile. The proposed color is much 
lighter than historically appropriate roofing materials; the texture does not relate to that of 
wood shingles, slate, or tile, nor does it relate to surrounding buildings.  The proposed 
roofing material does not comply with this guideline.   

5. The proposal to reroof the house and garage with stone-coated, steel roof with a “wood 
grain” texture and off-white color at 525 Ashland Avenue will adversely affect the 
Program for the Preservation and architectural control of the Historic Hill Heritage 
Preservation District (Leg. Code §73.06 (e)). 

E. STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Based on the findings, staff recommends denial of the building permit application to reroof the 
house and garage with a stone-coated, steel roof with a “wood grain” texture and off-white color 
at 525 Ashland Avenue. 
Staff could administratively review and approve an application to reroof the house with a roofing 
product that complies with Leg. Code §74.65(d)(2)&(3). 

F. ATTACHMENTS: 
1. HPC design review application 
2. Product Information 
3. Photos submitted by applicant of the property 
4. Photos submitted by applicant of other properties with MetroShake roofs 
5. Roofing material size comparison table 
6. Photographs by HPC staff 5-20-15 
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